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ABSTRACT 



A nationwide study was conducted to examine the trend 



toward or away from noncategorical teacher certification in special 
education, as well as patterns and limits of existing state 
certification systems. Responses from both State Directors of Special 
Education and State Certification Officers were obtained at a rate of 
100% and 98% respectively. Major findings show that: (1) two distinct 
models of special education teacher certification (categorical and 
noncategorical) exist, with no regional patterns noted; (2) a slow 
trend toward noncategorical certification was evident; (3) 12 states 
offer a separate certification category for the language learning 
disabled; (4) 60% of states include all levels of mental retardation 
in a single category endorsement; (5) 20% of the states offer adapted 
physical education as a separate certification category; (6) 25% of 
the states require secondary special education teachers to have 
teaching certification in a specific academic/content area; (7) 30% 
of the states require special education teachers to have valid 
certification in regular elementary and/or secondary education; and 
(8) 50% of the states require a teacher competency examination for 
special education teacher certification, while 30% include an 
observation measurement system as part of teacher certification. The 
bulk of the paper presents responses to specific survey questions. A 
chart showing noncategorical, categorical, or both types of 
certification models by state is also presented. (JDD) 
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A nationwide study examining the trend toward or away from non- 
categorical teacher certification in special education, as well as patterns 
and limits of existing state certification systems was conducted. 
Responses from both State Directors of Special Education and State 
Certification Officers were obtained at a rate of 100% and 98% respectively. 
The following is a summary of the major findings of this study: 
1. As expected two distinct models of special education teacher certi- 
fication, categorical and noncategorical , were found to exist 
throughout the United States with no regional patterns noted. As 
reported by State Special Education Directors, 17 states (33%) 
certify teachers along traditional categorical lines; 13 states (25%) 
utilize a noncategorical system, certifying special education teachers 
generically and the remaining 21 states (41%) offer both categorical 
and noncategorical certification options. While some inconsistencies 
were found, responses of State Directors of Teacher Certification 
were generally in accordance with those reported by State Special 
Education Directors. Twenty-two (.43%) of these respondants report 
adherence to a categorical model; 11 (22%) indicate exclusive use of 
noncategorical systems and 17 (33%) report both categorical and 
noncategorical certification options. These findings in conjunction 
with those of Belch (1979) and Chapey, Pyszkowski and Trimarco (1985) 
^ suggest a slow trend toward noncategorical certification. 
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As reported by State Special Education Directors, 12 states (24%) 
currently offer a separate certification, category specifically for 
the Language Learning Disabled (LLD). 

As reported by both State Special Education Directors and State 
Directors of Teacher Certification, approximately 60% of all states 
include all levels of mental retardation in a single category 
endorsement. 

Approximately 20% of the states offer Adapted Physical Education as 
a separate certification category as reported by both State Special 
Education Directors and State Directors of Teacher Certification. 
Approximately 25% of the states require secondary sepcial education 
teachers to have teaching certification in a specific academic/content 
area as reported by State Special Education Directors and State 
Directors of Teacher Certification. 

As reported by State Special Education Directors and State Directors 
of Teacher Certification., approximately 30% of the states require 
special education teachers to have valid certification in regular 
elementary and/or secondary education. 

Approximately 50% of the states require a teacher competency 
examination for special education teacher certification, while 
approximately 30% include an observation measurement system as part 
of their special education teacher certification process. 
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SELECTED SPECIAL EDUCATION CERTIFICATION INVESTIGATIONS 



3elch (1979) 

11 states non-categorical 

•12 states categorical, but headed in direction of 
non-categorical 

27 states stri:tly categorical 

Chapey, Pyszkowski & Trimarco (1985) 

25 states currently certifying non-categorical ly 

26 states currently certifying categorically 

35 states would prefer to certify non-categorically 

Mauser & Cranston-6i ngras (.1987) 




13 states strictly non-categorical 



State Special 
Education Directors 



17 states strictly categorical 



21 states both categorical end 
non -categorical 



State Directors of 
Teacher Certificati n 



< 



11 states strictly non-categorical 
22 states strictly categorical 
17 states both categorical and 



non-categorical 



Mauser, A.J. & Cranston-Gingras, A 
Presented at National CEC Conferen 
Washington, D.C., March 28, 1988 



INVESTIGATORS' PERCEPTIONS 
(Mauser & Cranston-Gingras) 

Overall lack of consensus .on teacher certification 
in special education throughout the United States, 

Discrepancies between responses of State Special 
Education Directors and State Directors of Teacher 
Cert if icat ton, 

Current preference for categorical certification. 

Slow trend toward non-categorical certification 
options, particularly for mildly handicapped, 
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INVESTIGATORS' RECOMMENDATIONS 
(Pfauser & Cranston-Gingras) 

Encourage interstate collaboration on teacher 
competencies covering a range of handicapping 
conditions, 

Utilize a needs-based perspective, 

Match ident/ c ied student needs across categories 
with specific teaching competencies, 

Train prosp<?:tive teachers in competencies across 
handicapping conditions allowing for adaptation 
to categorical and/or non-categorical systems. 

Encourage flexibility in current certification' 
practices across states to adapt to the mobility 
of special education teachers trained under various 
models, 
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: TATE CERTIFICATION MODELS 
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3. Does your state have a separate category 
specifically for the Language Learning 
Disabled ;LLD)? 



State Special Education Director 12 Yes 

39 No 



State Director of Teacher Certification 17 Yes 

33 No 
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For the purposes of teacher certification in your 
state, are all levels of mental reta'dation 
covered fcy a single category? 



State Specie) Education Director 31 Yes 

20 No 



State Director of Teacher Certification 32 Yes 

18 No 
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5. Is Adapted Physical Education a sepcrate teacher 
certification category in your state? 



State Special Education Director 10 Yes 

41 No 



State Director of Teacher Certification 10. Yes 

40 No 
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6i Does viNT stote retire secondary special education 
teachers to have teaching certif lection in a 
specific academic/content area? 



State 



Special Education Director 



13 Yes 



38 Ho 



State Director of Teacher Certificate U Yes 
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7. Does your state require special education teachers 
to have valid certification in regular elementary 
and/or secondary education? 



State Special Education Director 15 Yes 

36 No 



State Director of Teacher Certification 14 Yes 

36 No 
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10, Is a teacher competency examination required for 
special education teacher certification in 
your state? 



State Spec/al Education Director 29 Yes 

22 No 



State Director of Teacher Certification 28 Yes 

22 No 
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11, Is an observation measurement system part of 
your special education teacher certification 
process ? 



State Special. Education Director 18 Yes 

33 No 



State Director of Teacher Certification 14 Yes 

36 No 
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12. Does your state recognize teacher training 
off era* by agencies other than colleges or 
universities (i.e., school or district based 
insert/ice, state department of education) for 
purposes of certification or recertif ication? 



State Special Education Director 27 Yes 

21 No 

State Director of Teacher Certification 18 Yes 

32 No 



